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ABSTRACT 
The Solar Dynamic Power Module being deve-
loped for Space Station Freedom uses a eutectic 
mixture of LiF-CaF2 phase-change salt contained 
in toroidal canisters for thermal energy storage . 
This paper presents results from heat transfer 
analyses of the phase-change salt containment can-
~ ister. A two-dimensional, axisymmetric finite-
~ difference computer program which models the 
J canister walls, salt, void, and heat engine work-
ing fluid coolant was developed . Analyses 
included effects of conduction in canister walls 
and solid salt, conduction and free convection in 
liquid salt', conduction and radiation across salt 
vapor filled void regions and forced convection i n 
the hea t engine working fluid. Void shape , loca-
tion , growth or shrinkage (due to density differ-
ence between the solid and liquid salt phases) 
were prescribed based on engineering judgement . 
The salt phase change process was modeled using 
the enthalpy method . Discussion of results 
focuses on the role of free-convection in the liq-
uid salt on canister heat transfer performance. 
This role is shown to be important for interpret-
ing the relationship between ground-based canister 
performance (in I-g) and expected on-orbit perform-
ance (in micro-g) . Attention is also focused on 
the influence of void heat transfer on canister 
wall tempe rat ure distributions. The large thermal 
resist ance of void regions is shown to accentuate 
canister hot spots and temperature gradients. 
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NOMENCLATURE 
void surface element area , cm2 or 
constant 
constant 
specific heat, J/g-K 
specific enthalpy, Jig 
view factor 
gravitational acceleration , cm/sec2 
PCM heat of fusion, JIg 
thermal conductivity, W/cm-K 
L annular canister length, cm 
LiF-CaF2 lithium fl uo ride-calcium difluoride 
MFL PCM mass fraction liquid 
NRS number of void radiating surface ele-
ments 
Nu Nusselt number 
PCM phase change material 
Q thermal power , W 
r radial coordinate , cm 
T tempe rature, K 
TES thermal energy storage 
time , sec 
VVF void volume fraction 
z axial coordinate , cm 
~ Kronecker delta function 
& canister wall thickness, cm 
c emittance 
p dens i ty , g/ cm3 
(] 
Subscri pts: 
k 
L 
m 
0 
Stefan-Boltzmann constant, 
5.67051x10- 12 W/ cm2_K4 
inner radius 
void surface element 
void surface element 
liquid PCM 
PCM mel t 
outer radius 
S solid PCM 
v void 
WS side wall 
w' canister wall 
1. INTRODUCTION 
Electrical power for NASA's proposed Space 
Station Freedom will be generated by photovoltaic 
solar arrays initially and later augmented with 
Solar Dynamic Power Modules (SDPM's), The SDPM 
employs a concentrator to collect and focus solar 
energy into a cylindrical cavity heat receiver 
where it is converted to thermal energy. A frac-
tion of the thermal energy is transferred to a 
circulating working fluid to operate a heat engine 
and produce electrical power. The remaining ther -
mal energy melts a eutectic composition LiF-CaF2 
Phase Change Material (PCM) contained in mUltiple 
canisters located concentrically around working 
fluid tubes running the length of the heat receiver 
cavity shown conceptually in figure 1. A single 
PCM containment canister is shown in figure 2 . 
The peM stores and releases thermal energy by 
undergoing phase change at its critical tempera-
ture of 1040 K. This permits continuous operation 
of the heat engine during the substantial eclipse 
periods (up to 36 min) of Freedom's low earth 
orbit. The service life requirement for the heat 
receiver is 30 years. 
In previous work by the authors [1] , computer 
programs were developed to analyze peM contain-
ment canister thermal performance using the 
enthalpy method. First, approximate one-dimensional 
analyses we re conducted to estimate the effects of 
peM void vapor heat transfer and liquid PCM free 
convection on canister thermal performance. Sec-
ond, two-dimensional (r,z), or 20 (r,z), axisym-
metric canister analyses were conducted without 
the presence of a PCM vapor void or liquid peM 
free convection. Results from these analyses 
indicated that the presence of a one- dimensional 
void increased peak containment canister wall tem-
peratures as much as 200 K. The presence of free 
convection lowered wall temperatures as much as 
170 K and lowered peM temperature gradients by a 
factor of -3 times in addition to increasing PCM 
melting rate by -13 percent. However, two-
dimensional results indicated that a large portion 
(about 50 percent) of peM containment canister 
radial heat transfer occurred in the container 
metallic walls and not in the PCM. Therefore, 
it was postulated that the effects of a void and 
free convection would be much less dramatic when 
two-dimensional analyses were conducted . 
To quantify the effects of a void and free 
convection, the 20 (r ,z) canister computer program 
described in [1], was extended to include a void 
model and a free convection model. Figure 3 
illustrates the PCM containment canister sche-
matic problem geometry. This paper presents 
results from two-dimensional peM containment can-
ister numerical analyses which include a peM 
vapor void and liquid PCM free convp.r.tion. 
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The peM vapor void model includes a prescribed 
void shape and location , Void heat transfer 
occurs via uncoupled vapor thermal conduction and 
internal void surface radiation. Liquid peM 
free convection is modeled by use of an enhanced 
liquid PCM thermal conductivity which is based 
on the Nussel t number (Nu). Resul ts are discussed 
in a comparative manner, highlighting significant 
differences in PCM containment canister tempera-
ture and phase distributions that arise from the 
inclusion of a void and free convection. 
2. ANALYSIS 
The governing equation for energy redistribu-
tion in the peM and canister walls is conserva-
tion of energy . The conservation equation was 
formulated using " the enthalpy method" as follows: 
a~Te) = div (k9T) (1 ) 
where e is specific enthalpy given in joules per 
gram [2] . Specific enthalpy is coupled to temper-
ature through the following set of constituti ve 
equat ions: 
T + elcS e 0 Sol id peM m 
T 0 < e < H Mushy PCM m m 
T 
T + (e - Hm)/cL H < e Liquid peM m m 
T + elc 
- '" < e < '" Caniste r Walls m w 
(2 ) 
Here , Tm is the peM melting temperature, Hm is 
the PCM heat of fusion, and cS , cL, and Cw are 
the specific heat values for the solid peM, liquid 
peM , and canister wall material, respectively. 
A thorough discussion of the governing equa-
tions, boundary conditions , material prope rties, and 
numerical method used in this analysis are described 
in [1]. The peM vapor void model is discussed 
below. 
2 .1 PCM Vapor Void Model 
Due to receiver design requirements and peM 
contraction during solidification, a fraction of the 
containment canister total volume consists of PCM 
vapor void at all times during the orbital cycle. 
The void volume fraction (VVF) yaries between 8 per -
cent, when all peM is liquid at the melting point 
(Tml, to 22 percent, when all PCM is solid at Tm· 
The small volume changes associated with thermal 
expansion of the peM and containment canister 
walls are ignored. The void geometry selected was 
a cylindrical annulus which easily conformed to the 
cylindrical finite-difference element grid network. 
The void was placed adjacent to the canister outer 
wall , a location that will generate conservatively 
high canister wall temperature distributions (fig-
ure 3). Void growth or shrinkage occur uniformly 
~----.----
across the PCM-voi d interface defined as rv. As 
PCM l iquifies or freezes , rv increases or 
decreases , respectively, about 0.1 cm which changes 
void vo lume . The associa ted PCM growth or 
shrinkage is accommodated numerically by the comb i-
nation of variable radial grid size and a variable 
pa~ computational doma in . This procedure , known as 
the "combined grid element technique," is described 
in [1). However , at the time of this writing, the 
peM growth-shrinkage computer algorithm was not 
thoroughl y checked-out and thus , was not incorpo-
rated into these analyses. Therefore, as an engi-
neering approximation, a constant 15 percent VVF 
was assumed. 
It has been shown that both void vapor conduc-
tion and radiation are important elements of void 
heat transfer [1) . Since the void vapor pressure is 
small (7x10-3 torr at 1040 K), vapor mass is negli-
gible (10-8 g). Therefore, the vo id vapor tempera-
tur e distribution can be determined by the steady 
state heat diffusion equation: 
1 a (aT) a (aT) r ar r ar + az az = a . (3 ) 
Preliminary void conduction cal culat ions show 
that axial temperature gradients are small and can 
be ignored for engineering calculations. This elim-
inates the second term in equation (3). The solu-
tion to equation (3) has the fami li ar form 
T( r) Aln(r)+ B , ( 4 ) 
with the constant A {T(ro) - T(rv)}/ln(ro/rv) and 
the constant B = T(ro) - In(ro ) {T(ro ) - T(rv)}/ 
In(ro/rv) . Equation (~) can be evaluated at each 
axi a l void grid element to determine the void vapo r 
temperature distribution. 
Void vapor thermal conductivi ty, kv, was esti-
mated as in [2) using the kinetic theory of gases . 
Based on this theory, kv can be numeric a lly evalu-
ated using the follow ing equation: 
kv = 1.457xl0-5 • Tl/2 . (5) 
In th is equation, kv has the units W/ cm-K and 
the temperature, T (in degrees K), i s determined by 
equa t ion (4). 
Void radiation heat transfer is calculated 
based on the assumptions that , (1) all void sur-
faces are di ffuse and gray, (2) PCM surfaces are 
opaque to all wavelengths of radiation, and (3) void 
vapor is a nonparticipating medium . With these 
assumptions, the governing equation set for void 
radiation heat transf er is: 
(6 ) 
where k indexes from 1 to NRS [3J. In equa-
t ion (6), k and j are void surface elemen t num-
bers that take on all integer val ues between 1 and 
NRS . NRS is the total number of radia t i ng surfaces 
in the void enclosure. The term ~k' is the 
Kronecker delta function equal to 1.6 for k = j 
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and equal to 0.0 for k ~ j. Given that each sur-
face element temperature , T/" emi ttance , E: J' and 
element-to-element view fac or, Fkj' are known, the 
surface element net radia tive heat loss matrix, 
Qj/Aj' can be determined. These heat loss terms are 
then added to the energy balanc e equations for the 
appropriate finite-differenc e grid elements in the 
canister outer wall , can ister side walls, and outer-
most PCM . 
An emittance va lue of 0 .52 was selected for 
canister walls which are fabricated of Haynes alloy 
188 (HA 188). This value is based on experimental 
measurements from diffuse (grit blasted) HA 188 test 
coupons for the temperature range 1000 to 1100 K. 
An emittance val ue of 0.6 was selected for PCM 
surfaces . This value is an estimate based on emit -
tance data for s imilar dielectric materials in the 
temperature range of interest. Element-to-element 
view fact ors , rkj' were determined using exis ting 
closed-form view factor solutions and considerable 
view factor algebra. View factors can be recalcu-
lated as void size varies during the melt-freeze 
cycle . 
3. RESULTS 
In the absence of applicable exact or analyti-
cal solutions , previ ous numerical solutions, and 
experimental data, numerical consistency checks were 
performed to assess the validity of numerical solu-
tions . A numer ical check of canister model energy 
balance and void surface element view factor summa-
tion was carried out for each computer run . For all 
cases, an energy balance was maintained within 
0 .0015 percent and all surface element view factors 
summed to 1.0 within machine accuracy. 
3 .1 Canister With Void 
Figure 4 illustrates canister temperature con-
tour and peM phase maps at four times (24.28. 
48 .56,69.80, and 81.94 min) during a 91 min orbital 
melt-freeze cycle. The peM melting portion of the 
cycle occur s from time = 0 to -55 min while PCM 
freezing occurs for the remaining port ion of the 
cycle f rom time = -55 to -91 min. Initially, all 
PCM is solid at time = a min . During the POI 
melting period, the large void thermal resistance 
forces a large percentage of canister hea t transfer 
to occur vi a canister walls. This is illustrated in 
f igure 4(a ) whi ch shows high temperature gradients 
in the void region and isotherm normals (i .e . , the 
direction of heat flow) generally aligned parallel 
to canist er walls. Thus, energy absorbed in the 
can ister outer wall diffuses around the void, down 
the si de walls , and then into the peM. As a conse -
quence of thi s heat flow pattern , PCM melting 
occurs axially inward from'both side walls. By time 
= 48.56 min when -90 percent of the peM is liquid 
(fi gure 4(b)) , heat transfer axially along the can-
ister inner wall initiates POI melting radially 
outward until all the PCM is liquified at time 
= -55 min. 
Dur ing peM freezing , the heat of fusion 
ene rgy liberated is transferred to the engine work-
ing flu id that cools the canister inner wall and to 
the canister outer wall where radiative heat loss to 
the receiver cavity occurs. Because the void acts 
as a thermal insulator , much of the heat loss from 
the liquid PCM to the canister outer wall occurs 
via conduction in canister side walls. As a conse-
quence of this heat flow pattern, PCM freezing 
occurs along the canister inner wall and along the 
void surface and the maximum side wall temperature 
e~ists at about the radial midpoint (figure 4(c)) . 
Near the end of the orbital cycle at time 
= 81.94 min, -90 percent of the PCM is frozen and 
the last remaining liquid PCM exists adjacent to 
void (figure 4(d)). Side wall radial temperature 
profiles have been reestablished with temperature 
increasing in the positive radial direction. This 
is due to a small radiative heat input to the canis-
ter outer wall from the receiver cavity during the 
last -18 min of the orbital cycle . 
Figure 5 illustrates the corresponding canister 
temperature contour and PCM phase maps for a 91 min 
melt-freeze cycle which includes free convection in 
the liquid PC\{. Figure 5(a) is identical to fig-
ure 4(a) since the liquid PCM Rayleigh number (Ra) 
is below the critical Ra and liquid PCM heat 
transfer is still dominated by conduction . Thus , 
no convective heat transfer enhancement takes place 
during the early part of the orbital cycle. At 
about 30 min into the cycle, the critical Ra is 
exceeded and the Nu begins steadi ly increasing 
from 1 .0 to a value of 4.5 at the end of the melt-
ing period (-55 min). Free convection in the 
liquid increases the rate of PCM melting and 
decreases canister temperature gradients as shown 
in figure 5(b) where Nu = 3.047. During the PCM 
freezing portion of the cycle, liquid convective 
effects quickly die out and the Nu falls back to 
1.0 by -60 min into the cycle. Thus , for the major-
ity of the PCM freezing period , liquid PCM heat 
transfer is dominated by conduction. Hence, fig-
ures 5(c) and (d) are nearly identical to fig-
ures 4(C) and (d) with the exception that slightly 
more liquid PCM exists at the times of comparison 
for the case with free convection , i.e., the values 
of MFL (PCM mass fraction liquid) are slightly 
greater . 
Figure 6 illustrates void radial heat trans-
fer, Qvoid, as a function of time during the orbital 
melt-freeze cycle. Qvoid is comprised of vapor con-
duction and surface-to-surface radiation components. 
By convention, these components are taken as posi -
tive if the resulting heat transfer is radially 
inward. During PCM melting , void heat transfer 
via radiation is about 3 times greater than that by 
vapor conduction and both components are positive 
and remain fairly constant. During PCM freezing , 
radiation is about 2 times greater than vapor con-
duction and both components remain negative until 
-85 min into the cycle when all the PCM has 
frozen. The jump in the curves at -72 min is asso-
ciated with the outer wall radiative heat flu x 
boundary condition going from negative to positive . 
The fact that both components of void heat transfer 
remain negative from -72 to -85 min has interesting 
implications for the canister heat flow pattern . 
For this time period , relatively warm PCM trans-
fers heat radially outward across the void to the 
canister outer wall where it is then transferred 
back down the canister side wall and into the engine 
working fluid coolant (figures 4(d) and 5(d)). 
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3.2 Canister Performance Comparison 
In this section , results from three canister 
analytical cases are compared: (1) without a void 
[1], (2) with a void, and (3) with a void and liquid 
PCM free convection. Comparison of results from 
cases 1 and 2 is intended to show the impacts of a 
void on canister heat transfer performance. Compar-
ison of results from cases 2 and 3 is intended to 
show likely canister performance differences during 
ground testing (in 1-g) and flight operation (in 
micro-g) . 
Figure 7 illustrates the maximum canister wall 
temperature, T(r,z)max' throughout the 91 min orbi-
tal cycle for cases 1 to 3. T(r,z)max occurs at 
the axial midpoint of the outer wall and does not 
vary in position with time . The introduction of a 
void increases T(r,z)max about 20 K during the 
PCM melting period (0 to -55 min) and decreases 
T(r,z)max about 10 K during the PCM freezing 
period (-55 to -91 min). These changes are associ-
ated with the large void thermal resistance which 
increases canister outer wall temperature gradients 
to conduct heat around the vo id . [n addi tion . the 
void increases outer wall axial temperature gradi-
ents by -100 percent and increases side wall radial 
temperature gradients by -80 percent during the POI 
me It ing per iod. 
The inclusion of liquid PC\{ free convection 
reduces T(r,z)max 0 to 10 K for the time between 
-30 and -55 min and has essentially no effect during 
other time periods (figure 7). It is interesring to 
note that although convective effects moderate the 
increase in T(r,z)max during PCM melting, total 
PCM liquification occurs earlier than for the case 
without free convection . Thus, sensible heat ing of 
the liquid PCM occurs and quickly increases 
T(r,z)max to about the same value that is pr edicted 
for the case without free convection . 
Figure 8 illustrates the fraction of total 
canister radial heat transfer (comprised of void 
conduction, void radiation, and canister wall con-
duction) that occurs by conduction in the two canis-
ter side walls. This "side wall fraction" was 
evaluated at the radial location corresponding to 
the inner surface of the outer canister wall, Ro- ' 
The side wall fraction is a quantitative measure of 
how effectively canister walls redistribute energy 
absorbed in the outer wall and also provides a qual-
itative indication of wall temperature sensit ivity 
to void location. The side wall fraction is rela-
tively constant at -70 percent for the case with a 
void. Large perturbations in side wall fr ac t ion 
occur for brief periods of time at -55, -72 , and 
-85 min. The three perturbations are associated 
with two step changes in the outer wall heat flux 
boundary condi t ion and the point of complete PC~I 
I iquificat ion, respecti'vel y . For the case wi thout a 
void, the side wall fraction is considerably lower, 
i.e. , 30 to 50 percent, due to the relatively high 
thermal conductance of the PCM when compared to 
the void. The same three perturbations exist as in 
the case with the void in addition to another per-
turbation at -62 min . This last perturbation is 
associated with a -7 min period (from -55 to 
-62 min) during which a thin layer of PCM freezes 
along the outer wall. Once frozen , relativel y large 
. .. ~ 
I 
l 
temperature gradients exist within the PCM layer 
which reduces the side wall fraction to only a cou-
ple percent at 62+ min. 
4. DISCUSSION 
• Results from 20 (r,z) canister analyses show 
that the largest changes in T(r,z)max due to free 
convection and the introduction of a void are --10 
and -+20 K, respectively . These changes are an 
order-of-magnitude lower than the changes predicted 
from one-dimensional analyses [1]. Therefore , this 
confirms the postulation that the effects of free 
convection and a void on canister thermal perform-
ance are much less pronounced in a two-dimensional 
analysis than in a one-dimensional analysis because 
of the large heat transfer contribution of canister 
side wa 11 s [1]. 
4.1 On The Effects Of Free Convection 
Although relatively large Nu numbers exist dur -
ing the PCM melting period, the length of time in 
which they occur is short. Thus over this short 
period of time, canister thermal performance in a 
1-g environment , defined in terms of maximum wall 
temperature, canister temperature gradients, and 
PCM melting rate and/or PCM utilization , is not 
greatly different from that expected in a micro-g 
environment . For canisters in the receiver cavity 
containing high quality two-phase PC~, a small 
reduction in maximum wall temperature and a small 
increase in PCM utilization would be expected 
during 1-g operation as a consequence of liquid 
PCM convection . Canisters that contain completely 
liquified PCM would experience approximately the 
same thermal cycle during 1-g and micro-g operation 
while canisters containing low quality two-phase 
PCM would be essentially unaffected. Therefore, 
within the scope of this analysis, results indicate 
that canister thermal performance during ground 
tests should not be significantly different than 
that expected on-orbit. 
The reader should be reminded that implicit in 
these results are the assumptions of (1) axisymmetry 
(which requi res al ignment of the gravi ty vector and 
the canister axis of symmetry), (2) constant radia-
tive flux input conditions at the canister outer 
wall in each case considered, and (3) a prescribed 
void shape and location . Assumption 1 restricts the 
validity of analytical results to a ground test con-
figuration with the canister axis vertical and with 
circumferentially uniform outer wall heating . 
Assumption 2 limits the available latitude for direct 
cas e-to-case comparison of results since large diff -
erences in canister temperature predictions invali-
dates the assumption of identical outer wall heat 
flux conditions in each case. This holds true since 
the canister outer wall boundary condition is a func-
tion of the radiation environment in the receiver 
cavity as well as canister outer wall temperatpre. 
Assumption 3 removes the possibility of different 
void shapes and locations that are likely to occur 
between 1-g canister tests and micro-g canister 
operation. However, the canister performance dif-
ferences associated with void shape and more impor-
tantly, void location, are bounded by results from 
two cases considered in this paper , i.e., a canis-
ter without a void and a canister with a void con-
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servatively located adjacent to the outer wall . 
This assumption is fu rther discussed in the follow-
ing section. 
4 .2 On The Effects Of The Void 
The conservative placement of a vapor-filled 
void volume adjacent to the canister outer wall gen-
erates the two negative effects of increased wall 
temperatures and increased wall temperature gradi-
ents (when compared to the case without void) during 
PCM melting. These effects increase canister ther -
mal stresses and decrease canister service life pre-
dictions based on cumulative creep damage theory. 
Introduction of a void also reverses the sign of the 
side wall temperature gradient during the first half 
of the peM freezing period which does not occur in 
the case without a void. The resulting change in 
the canister side wall thermal-stress distribution 
and the resulting impact (good, bad or indifferent) 
on canister life prediction is not easily determined 
without detailed structural analysis . 
A potentially beneficial effect of a void placed 
at the canister outer wall is a reduction in canIs-
ter heat loss (more precisely , canister heat 
exchange with other canisters in the receiver cavity 
and heat loss out the cavity aperture) during peM 
freezing due to the insulating quality of the void . 
The greatest canister heat loss occurs in the hot-
test canisters located near the aperture end of the 
receiver cavity (figure 1) . These canisters are 
also located on the coolant tube near the inlet 
manifold and are thus cooled by relatively low tem-
perature heat engine working fluid. Reduction of 
heat loss from these hottest canisters permits 
greater heat transf er to the relatively cool work-
ing fluid near the inlet end of the coolant tube 
thereby decreasing the required working fluid heat 
transfer of can isters further down-stream. This, 
in turn , reduces the required temperature of down-
stream canisters which must transfer heat to the 
highest temperature working fluid. 
The prescribed void shape and location were 
chosen to permit a relatively straight forward 
numerical analysis and to generate conservative pre-
dict ions of canister temperatures and stresses. To 
confirm that void heat transfer and void placement 
are conservative, consider the relationship between 
maximum canister wa ll temperature and the radial 
heat transfer side wall fraction. As shown in fig-
ures 7 and 8, the canister wall radial heat transfer 
contribution can double (i.e., side wall fraction 
increases by -2 times) with only a 20 K increase in 
maximum wall tempera ture during peM melting . 
Since the side wall fraction, by defini tion , is 
bounded by a 100 percent value , further increases in 
canister wall heat transfer are limited to -~o per -
cent. Thus, regardless of the nature of void heat 
transfer, the increase in maximum canis ter wall tem-
perature from introduction of a void is bounded by 
-28 K or a T(r,z)max of 1105 K for these cases. 
This T(r,z)max value is just slightly higher than 
that predicted for the canister with void case (fig-
ure 7). Additionall y, for any other viable void 
shape and location , peM would be placed in contact 
with the outer wall thereby lowering the side wall 
fraction (figure 8, "no void " curve) and hence, low-
ering the maximum wall temperature. Therefore, 
differences in void shape and location between can-
ister 1-g ground tests and micro-g operation lead 
to relatively small changes in predicted canister 
thermal performance which are essentially bounded by 
the void cases considered in this paper . 
5. SUMMARY OF RESULTS 
Results from two-dimensional analyses of the 
PCM containment canister without a void. with a 
void. and with a void plus liquid PCM free convec-
tion revealed several attributes of canister thermal 
performance. For engineer ing purposes, the change 
in canister thermal performance from 1-g to micro-g 
environments (due to free convection) was expected 
to be small if the canister ground test configura-
tion was consistent with analytical assumptions. 
The introduction of a void and its associated poor 
heat transfer qualities increased maximum canister 
wall temperatures by -20 K and nearly doubled canis-
ter wall temperature gradients over those values 
predicted for the case wi thout a void. At the same 
time. it was shown that wall temperature increases 
are bounded for any given case. It was also shown 
that for any viable void shape and location encoun-
tered during 1-g or micro-g oper a tion , predicted 
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canister thermal performance differences were small 
and the limits of canister thermal performance were 
known. 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
The authors wish to express thanks to Mr. Chris 
A. Gallo. NASA Lewis Research Center , for producing 
the temperature contour and PCM phase plots con-
tained in this report. 
REFERE:-lCES 
1. Kerslake, Thomas W. and Ibrahim. Mounir B. , 
Analysis of Thermal Energy Storage Material 
with Change-of-Phase Volumetric Effects. Pro-
ceedings of the Twelfth Annual ASME Interna=-
tional Solar Energy Conference , ASME. liew York. 
1990 . pp . 315-325. (see also , IiASA TM-102457). 
2. Wichner , R.P .. et al .. "Thermal Analysis of Hea t 
Storage Canisters for a Solar Dynamic , Space 
Power System", ORNLlTM-10665. :\pril 1988. 
3 . Siegel. Robert. and Howe ll. lohn R .. Thermal 
Radiation Heat Transfer: 2no Edition. Hemi-
sphere Publishing Corporation. 1981. pp. 243. 
PHASE 
CHANGE 
MATERIAL-
caF2/Li F --- -
INNER WALL 
FIGURE 2. - PCM CONTAINMENT CANI STER ( HAYNES ALLOY 188 ) . 
OUTER WALL7 
" 
ra --;'7"7'"7"":M-7""J"T'7"7'7"'l,...".T7-'-")'"":l 
,-SIDE 
WALLS 
r j -f"'-"-...L...'i-""'~'"""-"'-"-~'-'-L..<+-"-l 
'J 
COOLING FLUID 
-
! ~INNERAND 
I WORKING FLUID TUBE i WALLS 
i 
o~------------------L-------~ 
L 
o 
ra = 2.261 em 
r; = 1.022 em 
L = 2.540 em 
0wa = 0 .152 em 
ow; = 0.165 em 
Ows = 0.152 em 
z 
FIGURE 3. - SCHEMATIC PROBLEM GEOMETRY. 
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FIGURE S . - CANISTER TEMPERATURE CONTOUR (OEG K) AND PCM PHASE MAPS WITH FREE CONVECTION. 
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